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The Honorable
The Secretary of Health, Education,
and Wclfare

Dear Mr. Secretary:

Enclosed is a copy of our decision of today, denying the
protest cof Technolory, Inc., under RFP 641-4-2041 issued by the
Hational Center for Toxicolopical Research for diet prepsration
services for laboratory animals.

We point cut that the evaluation standard of the RFP re-
garding an offeror's qualifications on “similar or related”
pricr programs was interpreted by the Center to mean similar
experience from a “functional” viewpoint (that is: prior experi-
ence on a larce scale "oreratilons' type contract (specifically,
data processing)), as well as reaning sinmilar expericence from a
"content” viewpoint (that is: prior similar experience with ex-
periments on laboratory animals). By contraat, the protester
suzgested the phrase could only mean similar from a "content”
vievpoint.

" The successful contractor, Program Pesources, Inc. (PRI),
did not have gimilar experience on a content staadard, but did
have similar expericnece on a functional test--gpecifically, PRI
has operated LiCTR's computer facility.

Altroush we could net question the Center's interpretation
of the phrase "sizilar or related,” we recommend that the phrese
be cefined as preclisely as possible when considered for use in
future solicicationa,
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For exsurle, we think that future solicitations should
exprassly defina tha dusl rmeaning (‘'function va. content”) of
the phrase when dual meaning is intended as in the subject case.

Pleasa advisze ua of the action taken on our recocmenda-~

tion,
- $incerely yours,
R P RELLER
“Peputy Corntroller General
of the United States
Fnelosure






